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.' By Saiiford J. lTngar ■, : 

Washington Post Stall Writer 

LOS ANGEi^!S/'i’etef'27— 
Daniel EUsberg and’ ^thony 
J. Bussd Jr. dissclosed the top- 
secret Pentagon Papers be- 
cause the documents twere 
“need^ by the country” 'in 
evaluatmg the war in ’Viet- 
nam, one of their attorneys 
told a jiu 7 in federal court 
here today. ' 

Launching the .defense case 
in the iPentagon Papers trial, 
Leonard L Weinglass insisted 
that EUsberg and Russo had 
commited no crime at all by 
lieir, .acts ;> 

Indeed, ’Weinglass told the 
jury,” It is the government 
which bent .the law” by charg- 
ing EUsberg and Russo - wi*^ 
;onspiracy,i . espionage"! and 
heft of goveimnent property. . 

He ' promised that ' Hie de^ 
:ense will present “a long Usf 
jf knowledgeable ’! and expert 
jebple” as .witnesses to ;!supii! 
)ort that rtew arid, to ■ explain 
he “relatively simple” issues 
in the controversial case.^ ' 

Most of those_^ witnesses’,; he' 
said, will.be former officials, of 
the Kennedy; and' Johnson ad- 
ministrations ’aid' retired inili- 
tary men who will contend 
that the Pentagon Paper$\had 
absolutely no relationship tc 
the‘“national defense." 

Sources close to the defense 
said that among the, prpspec- 
tive witnesses are John Ken- 
rieth Galbraith,! fortner*; ILS. 
ambassador to India; Theol 
dore Sorenson, 'White House 
counsel to the late. President 
John F. Kennedy: and Morton 
H. Halperin, who j, was deputy 
assistant secretary of defense 
in the Johnson administration 
and worked on , the National 
Security Council'staff early in 
the Nixpn administration! . 

But 'Weinglass told the ju- 
rors they wpuld' also hear 
from people ciurently in gov- 
ernment, including Rep. Paul 
N. (Pete) McCloskey Jr. (R- 


Calif.) and Samuel a. Aaams, 
analyrt for the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency. ■ !. f 

The defense attorney began 
his opening to the. jury only 
moments after the prosecution 
formaUy rested its case 
against EUsberg ' and , Russo 
this morning. ' ' '''' ? ; 

‘ The’ ” final p'orsepptiori' evi-. 
dence'came froin an FBI fin- 
gerprint expertg who testified 
that he had found on the Pen- 
tagon Papers the fingerprints 
of Vu Van Thai, a former 
Soulli Vietnairiese ambassador 
to the United States .and a 
close, friend., of . EU^perg’s 
whUe ' both were wbrkihg at 
the Rand Corp. in Santa Mo- 
jica. ' 

S'^U.S.l31Stfict JUdgri‘'W. 
Ttfatt BjrrieVjr; 'permitted the 
testimony aboufr'$hai— named 
as an uniridicted co-conspira- 
tor, ih;^the!-. case-^nly after 
chief prosecutor D'avfd R. Nis- 
sen produced a properly au- 
thenticated set of the former 
diplomat’s fingerprints. 

An earUer set had been re- 
jected by the judge, and the 
new 'fingerprints were flown 
■here from Saigon over the 
weekend. , ' j ■■ . 

Weinglass, his characteristi- 
caUy shoulder-length hair 
cropped short for the occa- 
sion, spoke to the jury in slow, 
uneinotional tones from a lec- 
tern in the middle, of the 
courtroom. 

He made it clear from the 
outset that the defense would 


not dispute, the essential-fact 
at the heart of the prosecution 
case — that EUsberg and Russo 
photocopied the Pentagon Pa- 
pers at the office of Limda Si- 
nay,.a Los Angeles advertising 
woman,, in October,, 1969. : 
,-!-But Weinglass insisted that 
the papers and other top se-| 
ere documents covered by the 
■indictment do not faU into the 
“very limited and narrow” cat- 
egory of information whose 
disclosure is banned by the; 
Federal' Espionage Act, in- 
fbrmttiott “relating to the ng- 
■ tional defense.” ■- 

n . ,%hat 'military ■ information 
j is 'contained in; the documents 
was either “stale” of already 
‘‘hi the ' pubUc ' domain” in 
1969, hexonterided; -. ; 

+ "But the real ' iiriportanee of 
'the' Peritagohi Papers, he told 
the jufyi; was found in the 
rtrisighte ' they ' /contained 
'about ‘“how and ’why” the 


United . States became in- 
volved im- "Vietnam — what they 
told about: ‘/the poUtical and 
social revolution” in Vietnam 
and about the “troublesome 
role”^ of the United States 
thKre..(;",'^!'', ' 

“AU of this information was 
necessary to the ongoing de- 
bate about Vietnam” in 1969, 
when EUsberg and Russo pho- 
tocopied the papers, he seiid. 

Sounding a common defense 
theme in' the case, the ""attor- 
ney also contended . that the 
dbeumerits were, “briproperly 
classified top secret” ) even 
though theyxontained inform^ 
atibn that md not require clas- 
sification. 

As if of the theft ebarges, 
Weinglass asserted that the 
defense could show that the 
Pentagon' Papers, were not 
“government property”' at an, 
-bul; belonged to, three retiring 
Defense Department, officials. 



